

Dear Susman 

S’he calendar hearing prior to which we were to have had responses from wwo# 
w«» two weeks ago. We have heard nothing and m did raise the question in court 
3/m/n* We caught thea lying, proved it* so m mm believe they are serried Shout 
OMSBittixtg perjury for the fiff or tolling me truth. 

& fact. In me affidavit filed this mmin^and referred to in the enclosed 
lottor to Seri Silbert so supplied still aor© proof. Clarence Sellay also lied in 
Ms 4/ tO/75 letter in which he did not say there was KM testin&nf the 
®**** was. Moo met »e hare cade this port of the record, pefchaps will respond. 

sowed to 41 sa l sa me lilty affidavit filed by the govemacnt in court the 
skate before me Jaggs was to walk into me eourtroca. % affidavit ms attached. 
It addresses federal good faith and the attempt to shift the burden of proof again, 
it alleges perjury and me knowing withholding at this late date. As soon as he cm 
Jia will file a motion to ctsaptt answers to the interrogatories . 

Me will sake *ero»s of the affidavit as aeon m we 

I*a mid me Boston a lobe had a story deiaing these 1M oonfim the Merren 
Heport. tfetil there is aonsething mat can be called full HAA such a report is sot 
worthy of credence and it is impossible anyway. 

the Slobe has act responded to me message left on this the weekend of |/> 4 , 
they did not get their information froa m and they have never been ia touch 
with me. 

& the past I've always attached proofs to the affidavit* I've filed, la 
mis case 1 elected not to* 1% is sot because these proofs do act exist 
documentary fore. 

fhe 1/23/64 oseettti** 9 s*aeioa transcript is in the Congressional Beoord. 
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Sincerely, 


a areld Weisberg 


